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RECE\VED 
~.PR 0 '3 '990 
COLLE<rc~~CES 
,hA AGENDA 
UNI FACULTY SENATE 
Dean Roy H. Saigo 
College of Natural Sciences 
0181 
MEETING 
Board Room, Gilchrist Hall, 3:30 p.m. Monday, April 9, 1990 
1. Call to Order 
2. Announcements 
2.1 Request for Press Identification 
2.2 Comments from Administrative Officials 
2.3 Comments from Muriel Stone, Placement 
2.4 Appointment of Karen Agee to the Writing Enigma 
Committee 
3. Calendar 
4. Old/New Business 
4.1 Discharge Special Committee for First Amendment Rights 
4.2 Discharge Committee for the Study of Part-Time, 
Temporary Faculty 
4.3 Appointment to University Writing Committee 
4.4 Report from Nominating Committee 
4.5 Call for Nominees for Senate Appointment to the 
Military Science Oversight Committee 
5. Docket 
5.1 498 431 Request from Senator Crownfield to Approve 
Curricular Decision and Review 
March 5, 19YO 
John Longnecker, Chair 
University Faculty Senate 
University of Northern Iowa 
Dear John, 
Thank you for sending me a copy of the document entitled Curricular 
Dicision and Review which will be considered at the April 9, 1990 
Senate meeting. David Crownfield is to be commended for his work in 
a very complicated and controversial area of faculty governance. 
I believe that this document was written with the purpose of making 
the curriculum decision process more proactive, efficient, and less 
controversial and ~edundant. This is a good beginning. 
I would like to make the following comments: 
1. The principles which will govern the faculty curricular-approval 
process are good. They place the responsibility where it should reside, 
and actually tells people to keep out of matters that do not directly 
affect them. I do believe some of the wording is a bit unclear, that more 
definitions or examples should be used to make the matters "crystal" clear. 
2. Section 4, the University Senate's responsibilities. The last sentence 
is too ambiguous. Specifics would be appropriate. 
and then, under the levels of responsibility --
1. Department and Primary College: I do not understand the difference 
between "changes in undergraduate requirement structure (other than length 
of major) ·"and "revision of exisiting majors." 
2. Again, in number 5 - University Committee on Curricula - the words 
"undergradute curricular structures" again appear. Please define. 
I feel that the more precise you can be, the better. The statement that 
the Committee on Curricula is not an editing committee is a good one! But 
we must make certain that the errors are caught by someone. Department heads 
and college curriculum committees are not good at that; I think they simply 
do not care! The Committee on Curricula toyed with the idea of requesting an 
editor- we should follow through on that suggestion (from Ed Amend). 
Department of Communicative Disorders Communication Arts Center 238 
Speech and Hearing Clinic Communication Arts Center 230 
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Cedar Palls, Iowa 50614-0356 
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Professor John Longnecker, Chair, Faculty Senate 
Robert D. Leahy, Registrar ~ 
Curricular Decision and Review 
3!19!90 
Cedar Falls, Iowa 50614 
Telephone (319) 273-2241 
I appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed Cun·icular Decision and Review. 
The Committee on Curricula has also scheduled a special meeting on March 28th to review the 
document. I plan to provide most of my input at that time and I imagine the Committee will respond 
as a group. 
I do want to comment, however, on what I consider one of the major weaknesses of the document and 
what is cwrently creating a problem for the University. This is the place of general education in the 
curriculum. The document addresses majors, minors, the professional education sequence as well as 
the relationship between the undergraduate and graduate curriculum. It does not address general 
education. 
When the current general education program was formed the General Education Committee reported 
directly to the Faculty Senate. There was little effort to coordinate the general education program. with 
curriculum being developed in the departments and in the professional education sequence. As a 
mathematician you will recognize the geometric theorem that the whole is equal to the sum of its parts. 
This turned out, in some cases, not to be true when all parts of the UN/ curriculum were put together. 
The result is a large number of "extended" programs which simply extend the length of time a student 
must take to complete these degree programs. 
As you know the University is also encountering problems implementing the general education program. 
As the enrollment of the University continues to increase these problems will increase. One of the 
categories is already in such a serious state that I believe waivers of the requirement will need to be 
made in the next two years. 
I believe any change in the curricular process must provide for an authority to coordinate all pmts of 
the required program of study. 
RDL:njr 
